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Business and Support Services

Nevada Department of Education
Re:  Report to the Interim Finance Committee: Class-Size Reduction (CSR) Variances
Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS) 388.700, the State Board of Education, on a quarterly basis, is
required to submit a CSR report to the Interim Finance Committee (IFC) on each variance requested by a
school district the preceding quarter. The report must include an identification of the elementary school for
which a variance was granted, as well as the specific justification for the variance.
Attached is the report of variances for the second quarter of Fiscal Year (FY) 2016. The report provides a
summary of variance requests by school district and specific variance information by school. For each
variance request, the following information will be presented for each school:

» Type of CSR Program (see descriptions below).

» Demographic Data: Low Income (percent of student population eligible for free and reduced priced
lunch) and ELL (percent of the student population who are English Learners (EL).

» Achievement Data: Star Rating Pursuant to the Nevada School Performance Framework; and

» Student counts over and under the approved ratios by grade.

CSR PROGRAMS IN NEVADA

"There are two types of CSR programs funded in Nevada:

v Regular CSR: Pupil-teacher ratio; Kindergarten — 21:1; Grades 1 and 2 — 17:1; and Grade 3 — 20:1.
This is program is currently funded through Sections 15 and 16 of S.B. 515.
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v' Alternative CSR: Kindergarten — 21:1; provides flexibility in implementing pupil-teacher ratios in
grades 1 through 6 for school districts other than Clark and Washoe Counties. Grades 1 through 3
—22:1 and Grades 4 through 6 —25:1. This program is authorized through NRS 388.720.

SCHOOL DISTRICTS STATEWIDE SUMMARY OF VARIANCES

For the first quarter of FY 2016 the number of schools requesting variances and total classroom variances
decreased to 647 variances requested in 255 (71%) of schools in the state. Second quarter FY 2016 had a
slight increase in variances requested with 662 in 257 (72%) of schools in the state.

FY 2016 1st Quarter and FY 2016 2nd
Quarter Comparison:
School and Classroom Variance
Requests
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SCHOOL LEVEL ANALYSIS OF VARIANCES

In order to provide a method to analyze variance data by school in a meaningful fashion, the attached
variance report may be sorted by school district, demographic data or by the Star Rating. For example, the
attached report has been sorted by Star Rating (one star being the lowest performance rating and five being
the highest performance rating). The red boxes identify classrooms over the approved ratio; the number
inside the shaded box indicates the number of pupils over. The following provides an example of how to
read the report; the report is sorted by performance Star Rating:

Example: Hafen Elementary School is the forth school listed in the report. Hafen is a school in Nye
County School District (NCSD). This school has a 66.3% free-and-reduced lunch population; and a 7%
population as EL; and has a One-Star Rating. You will see there are four red boxes. This school is two
over the approved kindergarten ratio of 21:1, six over the approved ratio of 22:1 in grade 2, four over the
approved ratio of 22:1 in grade 3 and is seven over the approved ratio of 25:1 in grade 5. Nye is an
alternative CSR district, meaning it was approved for pupil-teacher ratios of 21:1 Kindergarten; Grades 1
through 3 —22:1 and Grades 4 through 6 —25:1.




Turning to the last page of the report, the same information is presented for Five-Star schools. For
example, Blue Diamond Elementary in Clark County School District is the last school listed for the Five-
Star schools. This school has a population too small to report its free-and-reduced lunch and English
Learner populations; and has a Five-Star Rating. There are no red boxes, meaning class-size ratios have
been met. Clark is a regular CSR district, meaning it was approved for pupil-teacher ratios of 21:1
Kindergarten; 17:1 in grades 1 and 2 and 20:1 in grade 3.

School Level Variances - Analysis:

The number of FY 2016 second quarter elementary schools with variances has increased by two schools
and classroom variances have gone up by 15 variances since first quarter FY 2016. However, the number
of 1 and 2-Star schools with variances has decreased from 33 to 27. Data to determine if the reduction in
variance requests will have an impact on student achievement for the 2015-16 school year will not be

available until September 2016.

There are six school districts that continue to have variances in 1 and 2 star schools:

School District 1st Quarter 2™ Quarter
Number of 1 and 2 Star Number of 1 and 2 Star
Schools with Variances/ Schools with Variances/
Total Eligible Schools Total Eligible Schools

Churchill County School District 2/3 (67%) 2/3 (67%)

Clark County School District 13/217 (6%) 10/217 (4%)

Elko County School District 3/12 (25%)

Humboldt County School District 1/8 (13%)

Nye County School District 6/12 (50%) 6/12 (50%)

Washoe County School District 9/62 (15%) 5/62 (8%)

White Pine County School District 2/4 (50%) 1 /4 (25%)

TOTAL 23/306 (11%) 27/310(8%)

Kindergarten Variance Requests

Pursuant to Section 32 of S.B. 515, the recommended pupil-teacher ratio for kindergarten is 21:1. If
classroom ratios exceed 21:1, the superintendent of the school district may approve variances up to 25:1.
Kindergarten classrooms may not exceed a 25:1 ratio, except for remote and rural schools with an
approved plan of corrective action.

School District Kindergartens: Variance Requests and Plans for Corrective Action: For the second
quarter of FY 2016, one additional and one continued remote and rural school has submitted a plan for
corrective action to exceed the 25:1 ratio:

v" McGill Elementary in White Pine County School District (27:1 ratio): For the second quarter, the
ratio was high due to difficulty in hiring a teacher.

v" Riverview Elementary in Lyon County School District (26:1). The school district indicates that the
ratio in kindergarten is over 25:1 due to an unexpected increase in enrollment for sixth grade.




There are five additional schools that are at a 25:1 kindergarten ratio; each has received approval by the
school district superintendent for the variances.

v’ Bordewich Bray — Carson City School District

v’ May Elementary — Clark County School District

v’ Minden Elementary — Douglas County School District

v’ Zephyr Cove Elementary - Douglas County School District
v’ Silver Stage Elementary — Lyon County School District

Charter School Kindergartens: Variance Requests and Plans for Corrective Action: Of 29 charter
schools with full-day kindergarten, 14 are over the recommended 21:1 pupil-teacher ratio and have
received governing body approval for the variances. Four charter schools are over the 25:1 ratio; these
charter schools will not receive funds for 2™ quarter.

2nd Quarter FY16

Bailey Charter Elementary School 23
Doral Academy Cactus 25
Doral Academy Saddle 25
Doral Academy Fire Mesa 25
Elko Institute for Academic Achievement 22
Explore Knowledge Academy 22
Founders Academy . 25
Innovations International Charter School 25
Mater Academy of Nevada 25
Pinecrest Academy Horizon 25
Pinecrest Academy St Rose 25
Quest Academy Preparatory Education Alexander 22
Silver Sands Montessori Charter School 24
Somerset Academy of Las Vegas Lone Mth 25
Somerset Academy of Las Vegas Losee 25
Somerset Academy of Las Vegas N LV 25
Somerset Academy of Las Vegas SKyPoint 25
Somerset Academy of Las Vegas Stephanie 25

Funding for CSR at the School District and School Levels: For FY 2016, Section 16 of S.B. 515
provides that funding for CSR shall pay the salaries and benefits of not less than 1,950 teachers to meet
required ratios. To date, funding for 1,833.75 teachers has been allocated to school districts, which
provides sufficient funds for school districts to meet required ratios at a school district level. The
remaining units will be allocated to the lowest performing schools with variances.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

The Department continues to be committed to working with the State Board and school districts/charter
schools to decrease the number of variance requests, particularly in high need schools. I hope this
information is useful to you; if you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
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Schools Requesting Variance

Second Quarter 2015-2016 School Year

February 1, 2016

Data from FY15 Grade Levels
Low Star K| 1]2]3]4]5]¢s
Program |[District School Income |[ELL Rating
ALT Nye Round Mountain Elementary 10.8 * 1 -1 0| -6|-25
ALT Nye Gabbs Elementary 60 * 1 -21| -21] -25| -25
REG Clark Williams (Tom) ES 66.0 62.5 1 -1 :
ALT Nye Hafen Elementary 66.3 7 1 0
ALT Nye Rosemary Clark 67.2 5.6 1 -25
REG Clark Petersen ES 70.4 46.4 1 -2
REG Clark Cambeiro ES 72.3 62.6 1 -3
REG Clark Reid ES 73.3 0.0 1 -20] 15[ -13{ -20
REG Clark Priest ES 76.5 24.1 1 2] -1 -1 1
ALT Elko Owyhee Elementary 81.7 9.5 1 -7} -5] 0] -1 -1] -6
ALT Nye Amargosa Elementary 86.8 62.4 1 -1 -71 -8] -9{ -7]-10]-25
REG Clark Fitzgerald ES 87.7 26.2 1 0] -] -2| -3
REG Clark Lowman ES 90.2 27.6 1 -2 Al -2
REG Clark Kelly ES 95.2 15.3 1 -2 4] 1] -1
REG Washoe Desert Heights Elementary 96.6 24.9 1 =21 -3] -3] -3
ALT Humboldt Mc Dermitt 97.2 * 1 -6] -13] 0f O] -4f -4] -4
REG Clark Smalley ES 19.6 * 2 4 21 -1 0
ALT Lyon Smith Valley School 30.3 9 2 -13] 12| -8 -5]-10] -9 -6
ALT Nye Tonopah Elementary 324 * 2 -8 -7 -2 -8} -25
ALT Elko Flagview Intermediate 39 9 2
ALT White Pine David E Norman 40.3 3.2 2
REG Clark Galloway ES 42.4 1.6 2
REG Clark Carl ES 48,1 6.3 2
ALT White Pine McGill 48.2 * 2
REG Clark Indian Springs ES 54.4 * 2
REG Clark Edwards ES 55.5 55.7 2
REG Clark Hummel ES 56.6 15.2 2
ALT Churchill Lahontan 57.1 9.9 2
ALT Nye Floyd Elementary 60.5 7.7 2
ALT Churchill EC Best 61.5 14.9 2
REG Clark Jeffers ES 61.8 62.7 2
REG Clark Thorpe ES 63.3 15.5 2
REG Clark Cortez ES 64.4 56.5 2
REG Clark Treem ES 65.6 15.4 2
REG Clark French ES 67.3 30.2 2
REG Clark Wolfe (Eva) ES 67.8 20.7 2
REG Clark Lunt ES 68.2 68.5 2
REG Clark Diaz ES 69.4 56.3 2
REG Clark Parson ES 69.9 21.9 2
REG Clark Tate ES 70.1 52.9 2
REG Clark Hollingsworth ES 72.3 50.4 2
REG Clark Scott ES 74.6 17.0 2
REG Clark Bennett ES 75.0 12.0 2
REG Washoe Warner Elementary 75.4 18.3 2
REG Clark Tobler ES 76.0 22.7 2
REG Clark Sunrise Acres ES 76.0 59.9 2
ALT Elko West Wendover Elementary 76.4 41.5 2 0
REG Clark Perkins (Dr. Claude G,) ES 77.6 29.0 2
REG Clark Bunker ES 78.8 24.0 2




Data from FY15 Grade Levels

REG Clark Harris ES 80.3 35.7 2 -3 2] -2
REG Clark Mountain View ES 81.0 40.5 2 -1 -1 -1
REG Clark Fong ES 83.7 29.6 2 of -1] -2
REG Clark Stanford ES 84.4 421 2 -3 1] -1
REG Clark Long ES 84.5 52.1 2 -1 0] -2
REG Clark Herr ES 84.7 35.6 2 -1 -3] -1
REG Clark Rowe ES 84.8 40.3 2 21 2] -2
REG Clark Vegas Verdes ES 84.9 57.1 2 0p 0 O
REG Clark Snyder ES 85.8 42.8 2 -1 0 0
REG Clark Fyfe ES 86.0 33.7 2 -3 2] -3
REG Clark Reed ES 86.0 30.9 2 -3; 1] -1
REG Clark Dearing ES 86.1 40.4 2 2] =31 0
REG Clark Pittman ES 86.2 414 2 2! 2] -1
REG Clark Smith (Hal) ES 86.2 28.7 2 -1 0] -2
REG Clark Red Rock ES 86.4 38.1 2 -4 1] -1 0
REG Clark Hickey ES 86.8 28.6 2 -1 -3 -3] -2
REG Clark McWilliams ES 87.7 58.8 2 -2 1) -2 -2
REG Clark Rundle ES 87.9 47.2 2 0] -1 -1 ©
REG Clark Warren ES 88.0 56.6 2 -1 1) -1 0
REG Clark Whithey ES 88.1 31.7 2 -2 -3 -1 -5
REG Clark Lake ES 88.6 50.6 2 0 -1 0] -1
REG Clark Craig ES 88.8 56.2 2 -2 ol -1 -3
REG Clark Moore ES 89.2 51.8 2 -1 ol 11 0
REG Clark Gragson ES 89.3 56.7 2 -2 0] 0] -2
REG Clark Woolley ES 89.8 43.8 2 -2 0f 2] 0
REG Clark West Prep ES 89.9 471 2 -3 -1 2] 1
REG Clark Booker ES 90.6 35.1 2 2 -1 0 O
REG Clark Williams (Wendell) ES 90.9 19.9 2 A A
REG Clark Thomas ES 91.7 44.3 2 0 ol -1 -1
REG Clark Paradise ES 92.2 44.9 2 -5 11 0] 0
REG Clark Wynn ES 92.7 60.5 2 | -1 -1 0
REG Clark Manch ES 93.9 28.6 2 -1 0f 0] -2
REG Clark Earl (Ira) ES 93.9 57.4 2 -3 0l 0] -1
REG Clark McCall ES 95.1 56.2 2 -6 -3 0f -3
REG Clark Squires ES 95.7 68.7 2 -5 0] 0] -2
ALT Nye Manse Elementary 100 11 2 3
ALT Nye JG Johnson Elementary 100 13.2 2

REG Washoe Lincoln Park Elementary 100.0 38.4 2

REG Washoe Allen Elementary 100.0 38.7 2

REG Washoe Booth Elementary 100.0 39.0 2

REG Washoe Cannan Elementary 100.0 43.2 2

REG Washoe Sun Valley Elementary 100.0 | 45.38 2

REG Washoe Risley Elementary 100.0 | 45.8 2

REG Washoe Duncan Elementary 100.0 49.8 2

REG Washoe Veterans Elementary 100.0 51.7 2

REG Washoe Mathews Elementary 100.0 55.2 2

REG Washoe Loder Elementary 100.0 66.6 2

REG Washoe Natchez Elementary 100.0 - 2

REG Clark Lundy ES * 0.0 2

ALT Mineral Hawthorne * 52 2

ALT White Pine Lund * * 2

ALT Elko Wells Elementary 5.9 16 3

ALT Elko Spring Creek Elementary 11.4 * 3

REG Washoe Melton Elementary 12.7 6.4 3

REG Washoe Spanish Springs Elementary 14.6 5.8 3




Data from FY15

Grade Levels

REG Washoe Westergard Elementary 17.6 6.6 3 1l 3] 1]

REG Clark Walker International ES 20.5 3.2 3 -2 -1

REG Clark Allen ES 22.1 4.7 3 7L 2 Al 2

ALT Elko Sage Elementary 23.1 2.9 3 -1 of =21 1 -1 -3
REG Washoe Verdi Elementary 23.7 * 3 -7 | -3

REG Clark Ward (Kitty M) ES 24.2 24 3 3]

REG Washoe Beasley Elementary 25.0 6.4 3 Al 1 i

REG Clark Bowler (Grant) ES 25.8 2.2 3 3

REG Clark Reedom ES 26.3 8.9 3 7

REG Clark Frias ES 27.8 7.1 3 -4 0

REG Washoe Hall Elementary 28.1 1.8 3 -1 4 0

REG Washoe Whitehead Elementary 28.3 6.3 3 1] -3] 4F 7

ALT Elko Elko Grammar #2 28.5 2.8 3 0 -1 -1

ALT Douglas Minden 31.1 8.7 3 0] -5

REG Clark Goynes ES 33.3 7.0 3 0 3 | 2

REG Clark Beatty ES 33.9 9.8 3 -3 | S

REG Clark Newton ES 354 5.1 3 0 4 0

REG Washoe Moss Elementary 35.8 16.6 3 -1 A 0

REG Lander Battle Mountain 35.6 18.9 3 -1 21 -1

REG Clark Bryan (Richard) ES 35.7 10.1 3 3l 21 5 O

ALT Humboldt Grass Valley 36.3 13.7 3 0] -3 -6f 1| -6]-25/-25
REG Clark King (Martha) ES 36.5 2.6 3 7]

REG Clark Roberts ES 36.7 8.7 3 B

REG Clark Rhodes ES 36.8 5.4 3 -1 | 5

REG Clark Conners ES 37.6 5.5 3 / ,

REG Washoe Incline Elementary 37.7 34.4 3 -1 1 2] -2

ALT Elko Carlin Elementary 38.2 * 3 -6 -3} -2| -7]-10f -7 -4
ALT Elko Northside Elementary 38.5 19.4 3 2 2 Al 2| O
ALT Douglas Zephyr Cove 39.2 8.5 3 | 1] o] -3] -9l o
ALT Douglas Gardnerville 39.5 11.8 3 I 0 0 -3 1 5
ALT Storey Hillside 39.5 * 3 -11] 12112 0] of ©
REG Clark Piggott ES 39.5 9.2 3 2L 11 21 2

REG Lincoln Pioche Elementary School 39.7 * 3 =71 -9] -8 4

ALT Carson City  |Fritsch 39.9 15.4 3 BEEE
REG Clark Gibson (James) ES 40.0 9.0 3 0

REG Washoe Gomes Elementary 40.7 5.7 3 -2 6 4

ALT Douglas Scarselli 41.4 5.8 3 ~ -8 of 8
REG Washoe Peavine Elementary 415 10.1 3 -5 o

ALT Lyon Riverview Elementary 41.5 5 3 . 0 -1 3 0] 0 0O
ALT Carson City Seeliger 415 17.8 3 0 O] -1 -2f 1] -1
REG Clark Perkins (Ute V.) ES 43.0 7.8 3 7h 3] 9

REG Washoe Diedrichsen Elementary 43.7 8.3 3 -5 -1 -2

REG Clark May ES 441 7.1 3 * 3

REG Washoe Towels Elementary 44.5 10.2 3 -6 0f -4

REG Clark Ries ES 44.5 11.6 3 0 0 8 2

REG Clark Alamo ES 45.5 17.5 3 -1 :

ALT Lyon Cottonwood Elementary 47.5 5.6 3 | E

REG Clark Tarr ES 47.5 5.3 3 2] 0

REG Clark Bass ES 49.3 14.6 3 -2 |

REG Washoe Hidden Valley Elementary 50.3 17.0 3 -4 | -2] -3

ALT Humboldt Sonoma Heights 50.3 22.8 3 -3| 6] -1 -5] -3[-25]|-25
REG Clark Wiener ES 50.5 13.8 3 -2 0 -

ALT Douglas Jacks Valley 50.6 19.9 3 Ay -2 3L 5
REG Clark Hayes ES 514 14.2 3 1 1

REG Pershing Lovelock 52.6 10.7 3 -6| -16 -3




Data from FY15

ALT Douglas CC Meneley 52.7 5.6 3 |

REG Washoe Juniper Elementary 53.7 22.6 3

REG Clark Christensen ES 53.8 13.7 3

ALT Humboldt Winnemucca 54.5 23.3 3

REG Clark Gehring ES 55.0 17.3 3

ALT Carson City Bordewich Bray 55.1 18.9 3

REG Clark Tanaka ES 55.2 12.2 3

REG Clark Antonello ES 55.8 9.8 3

ALT Lyon Dayton Elementary 56.2 12.1 3

ALT Churchill Numa 57 15.4 3

REG Clark Simmons ES 58.1 12.4 3

REG Clark Eisenberg ES 58.1 8.7 3

REG Washoe Lemmon Valley Elementary 58.2 20.1 3

REG Clark Hill ES 58.2 12.9 3

REG Washoe Donnor Springs Elementary 58.3 22.9 3

REG Washoe Dunn Elementary 59.1 23.6 3

REG Clark Brookman ES 59.1 25.5 3

REG Clark Earl (Marion) ES 59.3 24.5 3

ALT Carson City Fremont 59.7 24.8 3

REG Clark Kahre ES 60.3 10.8 3

REG Clark Kim ES 60.5 24.2 3

REG Clark Jacobson ES 61.2 19.9 3

REG Washoe Alice Smith Elementary 61.8 24.9 3

REG Clark Derfelt ES 61.8 18.5 3

REG Clark Ronnow ES 63.2 61.8 3

ALT Lyon Fernley Elementary 63.3 13.8 3

REG Clark Duncan ES 63.8 8.5 3

REG Clark Cox (Clyde) ES 64.2 45.9 3 0

ALT Elko Southside Elementary 64.4 40.8 3 >

REG Washoe Dodsen Elementary 64.9 22.8 3 . V
ALT Carson City Mark Twain 65.6 30.1 3 -5 2| -1 3L 1
REG Clark Virgin Valley ES 65.7 25.8 3 - _ 3 5
REG Clark Tomiyasu ES 65.7 26.8 3 il -
REG Clark Iverson ES 67.1 | 282 3 -1 1
REG Clark McCaw ES 67.5 7.3 3 ‘ 0
REG Clark Sandy Valley ES 68.2 24.6 3 -6 -1 -1
REG Washoe Elmcrest Elementary 68.4 23.3 3 -2 2| -2
REG Clark Jydstrup ES 68.4 29.9 3 - 8 3
REG Clark Adams ES 68.4 35.0 3 -2

REG Clark Hewetson ES 68.8 62.5 3 -2 3l 8
REG Clark Hayden ES 68.8 11.5 3 | 0] 72| 2
ALT Lyon Yerington Elementary 69.3 20 3 -1 -4] -2] -2 -1
REG Clark Gray ES 69.7 32.3 3 1 3
REG Clark Lincoln ES 70.1 60.5 3 -1 3|
REG Clark Miller (Sandy) ES 70.1 29.3 3 |

REG Clark Herron ES 71.0 75.6 3 -4 o]

REG Clark Watson ES 71.3 19.3 3 0]

REG Clark Tartan ES 714 12.7 3 0 7
REG Clark Martinez ES 717 52.9 3 -4 b ,
REG Clark Guy ES 72.9 16.5 3 | 0
REG Clark Cozine ES 73.0 16.6 3 -6 |
REG Clark Dickens ES 73.0 14.6 3 0 |
ALT Lyon Silver Stage Elementary 734 2.8 3 " 0] -3 | -1
REG Clark Katz ES 73.8 17.6 3 2
REG Clark Goldfarb ES 74.0 35.8 3




Data from FY15

Grade Levels

REG Clark Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 741 30.3 3 21 Bi g

REG Clark Bruner ES 74.3 28.4 3 | 1 3 3

REG Clark Lynch ES 74.4 54,7 3 -2 0 0

REG Clark Wilhelm ES 74.7 22.2 3 -1 . 4l 1

REG Washoe Drake Elementary 74.8 28.5 3 -5 -4

REG Clark McMillan ES 74.9 244 3 | ‘ 0]

ALT Elko Jackpot Elementary 75.3 48.3 3 -15] -13f -9] -9[-17] -2} -5
REG Washoe Stead Elementary 75.3 27.4 3 -3 0] 3| -1

REG Clark Mendoza ES 757 | 403 3 8 2 1

REG Washoe Palmer Elementary 76.3 28.3 3 -5] 0 0

REG Clark Elizondo ES 771 | 212 3 -2 < .

REG Clark Wasden ES 77.4 27.9 3 -3 | 3 b

REG Washoe Bennett Elementary 77.9 29.8 3 -1 -1 -2

REG Clark Diskin ES 78.4 37.6 3 4 B 1

REG Clark Cunningham ES 78.5 22.9 3 0} 5

REG Clark Carson ES 79.0 20.1 3 1 1 -1

REG Clark Wengert ES 79.6 44.9 3 1 L 8

REG Clark Decker ES 79.7 43.6 3 -3

REG Clark Dondero ES 80.1 44.2 3 | 3¢ 1

REG Clark Bailey (Sister) ES 80.7 | 235 3 0] | ¢

ALT Nye Beatty Elementary 81.5 * 3 -15] -15] -12] -13} -20| -14| -25
REG Clark Taylor (Robert) ES 83.8 9.3 3 0f 4f ‘

REG Clark Adcock ES 84.1 36.3 K e

REG Clark Beckley ES 84.9 53.2 3 2| 4]

REG Clark King (Martin Luther Jr) ES 85.4 36.9 3 of 2

REG Clark Harmon ES 85.7 45.1 3 il

REG Clark Hancock ES 86.2 35.3 3 -1

REG Clark Dailey ES 86.7 53.2 3 -1

REG Clark Keller ES 87.3 45.1 3 . . 0

REG Clark Thiriot ES 87.4 44.3 3 .l

REG Clark Griffith ES 87.5 46.9 3 2 8

REG . Clark Culley ES 88.2 41.3 3 | 2

REG Clark Crestwood ES 88.8 58.9 3 -1 :

REG Clark Ullom ES 89.1 45.0 3 0 0

REG Clark Ronzone ES 89.7 49.4 3 -1 0 V

REG Clark Twin Lakes ES 90.3 53.4 3 -2 ' 0

REG Clark Bell ES 90.3 46.5 3 0}

REG Clark Park ES 91.2 46.6 3 -1 0 2

REG Clark Ward (Gene) ES 91.3 52.8 3 | 1 0

REG Clark Detwiler ES 92.2 44.9 3 -1

REG Washoe Mitchell Elementary 98.7 43.3 3 2] -1 -2

REG Washoe Maxwell Elementary 98.7 33.5 3 S5 -2 -3

REG Washoe Lemelson Elementary 100.0 36.8 3 -4 -4} 38l -2

REG Washoe Greenbrae Elementary 100.0 47.3 3 -2 -2

REG Washoe Kate Smith Elementary 100.0 51.7 3 4] 2 ,

ALT Carson City Empire 100 56.7 3 -3 2| Of 0f -2 -5
REG Washoe Smithridge Elementary 100.0 57.5 3 0] -2 -2

REG Washoe Corbett Elementary 100.0 59.2 3 -3 0] -2

ALT Storey Hugh Gallagher * * 3 9 4 | B |
ALT Nye Duckwater Elementary * * 3 -20] -21| -18] -21] -24
ALT White Pine Baker * * 3 -4 -7 -7 7
ALT Elko Mountain View Elementary 14.4 11.7 4 of -1 -1 0] -1
ALT Douglas Pinion Hills 15.8 * 4 | 5| 2| -3] 2] -3
REG Clark Wolff (Elise) ES 16.8 5.0 4 -5 32

REG Clark Bozarth ES 18.7 3.5 4 -3




Data from FY15

Grade Levels

REG Washoe Taylor Elementary 19.1 1.8 4 21 o 44
REG Clark Goolsby ES 19.1 6.2 4 21 =
REG Clark Ober ES 19.6 9.4 4 | |
REG Washoe Beck Elementary 23.9 13.5 4 -2 « -2
REG Clark Lummis ES 24.0 4.0 4 -7 Of 8
REG Washoe Sepulveda Elementary 25.5 12.2 4 0 5 -2
REG Clark Bilbray ES 25.7 3.8 4 -6 4 b
REG Washoe Huffaker Elementary 27.0 4.6 4 -2 -1
REG Clark Scherkenbach ES 28.5 3.0 4 -3
REG Clark Cox (David) ES 31.2 6.2 4 -1 B B
REG Clark Heard ES 33.0 * 4 -1 |

REG Clark Darnell ES 33.2 3.8 4 0

REG Clark Wright ES 33.5 8.2 4 -2 .
REG Clark Thompson ES 36.6 3.8 4 -1 | |
REG Clark Steele ES 36.6 13.5 4 0] .
REG Clark Forbuss ES 37.8 9.4 4 -1 .
REG Clark Mack (Nate) ES 39.5 7.2 4 -1

REG Clark Garehime ES 39.6 6.3 4 I

REG Washoe Winnemucca Elementary 40.3 11.0 4 _
ALT Lyon East Valley Elementary 41.3 5.9 4 -1 -3
REG Clark Schorr ES 43.0 6.8 4 -2

REG Clark Fine ES 434 174 4 .

REG Clark Neal ES 435 7.7 4 0

REG Clark McDoniel ES 44.1 12.2 4 -5) . 3
REG Clark Cartwright ES 48.5 16.5 4 0f 4 6 4
REG Washoe Mount Rose Elementary 48.7 13.4 4 Of -1 -1f O
REG Lincoln Caliente Elementary School 51.8 * 4 21 -3{ -1] -8
REG Clark Bryan (Roger) ES 52.8 28.1 4 -1 4F 51 3
ALT Lyon Sutro Elementary 59.2 9 4 2 -4 P -2| -2
REG Clark Deskin ES 62.5 16.7 4 -3 | £
REG Clark Gilbert ES 64.1 18.4 4 0 of 1
REG Clark Mackey ES 67.0 201 4 -4F 3t ‘»
REG Clark Smith (Helen) ES 70.4 17.5 4 1 1 o 1
REG Clark Cahlan ES 70.8 64.4 4 o 9f

REG Clark Ferron ES 77.5 28.8 4 |

REG Clark Roundy ES 90.9 61.8 4 -1 -2
REG Washoe Anderson Elementary 100.0 41.7 4 6] -2} 0
REG Washoe Hunsberger Elementary 25 * 5 0f 3
REG Washoe Gomm Elementary 4.4 * 5 -2 ] 4
REG Washoe Lenz Elementary 6.2 2.2 5 -1
REG Washoe Caughlin Ranch Elementary 8.4 4.3 5 -3 0
REG Clark Wallin ES 9.4 1.5 5 -1

REG Clark Givens ES 10.3 5.5 5 -2

REG Washoe Van Gorder Elementary 11.0 2.8 5 21

REG Clark Vanderburg ES 11.2 42 5 -3

REG Washoe Brown Elementary 11.7 4.0 5 -2

REG Clark Lamping ES 13.1 5.7 5 0 1
REG Washoe Pleasant Valley Elementary 14.6 * 5 0 : 0
REG Clark Twitchell ES 16.5 6.9 5 -3 0 2
REG Clark Staton ES 18.2 5.5 5 -4

REG Clark Bonner ES 18.7 8.9 5 | 0
REG Clark Taylor (Glen) ES 18.9 4.1 5 -2 .
REG Clark O Roarke ES 21.7 2.8 5 -3

REG Eureka Eureka Elementary School 24.6 * 5 ‘ -2
REG Clark Heckethorn ES 25.4 4.6 5 -4 Bl




Data from FY15

Grade Levels

REG Washoe Double Diamond Elementary 27.6 8.5 5

REG Clark Bartlett ES 29.2 6.3 5

REG Clark Triggs ES 31.8 6.6 5

REG Clark Stuckey ES 32.6 8.8 5

REG Clark Dooley ES 33.9 34 5

REG Clark Kesterson ES 354 9.8 5

REG Clark Batterman ES 35.6 10.8 5

REG Clark Morrow ES 38.6 2.6 5

REG Washoe Silver Lake Elementary 46.8 14.8 5

REG Lincoln Pahranagat Valley Elem School 47.2 * 5

ALT Humboldt Pradise Valley 47.8 * 5 -7]1-15
REG Clark Bendorf ES 48.2 21.5 5

REG Clark Rogers ES 49.3 15.0 5

REG Washoe Hunter Lake Elementary 49.4 5.0 5

REG Lincoln Panaca Elementary School 50 * 5

REG Clark Bracken ES 55.6 30.4 5

REG Esmeralda Dyer 62.5 41.7 5

REG Clark Hoggard ES 62.6 26.8 5

REG Clark Sewell ES 68.6 7.2 5

REG Clark Hinman ES 81.5 22.4 5

REG Pershing imlay * * 5

REG Clark Blue Diamond ES * * 5

REG Clark Mitchell ES 345 * N/A -1 1L 81 -20

REG Eureka Crescent Valley Elementary 35 * N/A [ -15] -10] -12] -14

REG Esmeralda Goldfield 50 * N/A | -21] -17] -17] -20

ALT Humboldt Orovada 56.3 40.6 N/A -12] -10{ -10
ALT Humboldt Kings River 71.4 * N/A 0 0] 1
ALT Mineral Shurz * 98.1 N/A -3{ -8 -10
REG Lander Austin Combined * * N/A -71 =31 -17] -20

REG Clark Goodsprings ES * * N/A |-19 -17{-18

REG Esmeralda Silver Peak * * N/A |[-21

ALT Humboldt Denio * * N/A | -21 -9 -9| -9]-12]|-12|-25
ALT Mineral Mineral * * N/A

ALT Nye Pathways * * N/A -22 -25| -25
REG Clark NW Career-Technical Academy ES N/A -3

REG Eureka Eureka County Online School I N/A




